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Nf. David Martin 
Associated Press 
1300 Conn# Ave. , HW 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Martin, 

. Amon “ those v,h0 llavo written critic?a& about the Warren Report I am, in several 
major respects, a minority of one. 

My approach and attitude are unique, as a reading of the introduction to my 
first book, Whitewash, the Report on the Warren Report, will show. (AP had it.) 
bince then I have never done any theorizing about -who killed JFK. 

I am not anti-government, as your own files under Peace Corps will show. At 
the same time I know from the inside how goverhment works, ours and others. 

I was an investigative reporter when it meant something more than cultivating 
teaks. I was an investigator for the Senate and an analyst in intelligence. These 
experiences influence how I think and work. 

. J 3 *? xt n ° t been for what 1 regarded as the evil doctrine of Edward Epstein's 
and Mark nane s books, which fallowed my first, all of the work I've done since then 
would have been different. 

Before I was able to print my first book I had researched one that I have not 
suice ^ tune to write. I call it Tiger to Rides the Untold Story of the Cuba MisdCLe 

Crisis. (The story I will tell remains largely untold ten years after that research 
was completed.) 

A j As ^ appears in today’s Post under the head "Plan to Slay Castro ‘Pied to JFK’s 
Orders, your story crosses into that work. 

After reading it I tell you what I told you yesterday: you (and all the press) 
are being used. ' 

lour (meaning all reporters' ) sources are not dealing with you honestly. What 
I read jjo you that you had not been told of that Robert Kennedy letter is but one 
of many examples. W&at read to you about Coleman and Slswson and what I referred 
you to and offered you is another example. I reoall no single story in what amounts 

t ° a . 1 1 aaw clearl y enough early this year to start keeping files on it of 

which this is not true. 

Phe repetition of what the Warren Commision and its executive-branch allies 
(perhaps the order should be reversed because J. Edgar Hootoer was the leader) did 
with and to the press is clear. That the press also has not learned its lesson is, 

J?°* it this way because l do not assume dishonest intent by reporters or 

tnexr editors.) 

, . , your t ° day ' 8 atory illustrates the wisdom of the Postfee two-source rule 

in its Watergate handling, bansdaie's "1 was working for the highest authority in 
the land might remind you of Watergate, too. 

V, , hi ! "someone much more intimate" with JFK than MoGeorge Bundy turns out to 
be dead and unable to give a different account I'll not be surprised. Ky candidate 
is one whose partisan 1 never was. 

uh * ?° r :^ obnrl ° e ray reputation as a prophet and analyst* in forecasting 

where all this will lead and the essence of what it will say and why. ' 

The Rockefeller Commission will find that the CIA had indeed done all those 
hings already reported '.and none other of consequence). It will sayA these things 
ought never be done and that henceforth the CIA will not. 

A Warren Commission parallel is Marina Oswald, their first "witness" when she 

she Lrr SS /° She V,as to t9ntif y to directly opposite all of substance 

!^ y B ^: d * 30 • she said uirapiy up to now I've been a liar but from now 
on I 11 not lie. Whereupon she began to lie. 

The coming report will also find that in all cases these CIA excesses were the 
rect responsibility of Presidents and those acting for them. Read mostly Democrats. 




Especially Kennedys* 

It will strife* a fine Judicial balance, saying that the CIA has done very well 
by the nation also and is indispensable to national security* And that it is not 
guilty of Original Sin, witness a long series of criticisms the refutation of which 
seems to have caused the only actual investigation by and for this Commission* None 
of this was necessary* It is an hue enormous overkill operation the intent of which 
is obvious* It is a duplication of official work done long ago, mostly with the so- 
called "tramp” pictures end the JFK autopsy, both of which will be seriously misused* 
by the Commission as by the irresponsiblos and self ^promoters they will cite, none 
an authentic expert on the subject* 

Nobody in the press had any doubts about wliat kind of Commission this would be 
when its membership was announced. Comments were few and soon dropped* 

More of a touchstone to me, however, is that nobody in the press asked me a single 
question Eg about David ^elin* His is one of the rottenest records on the Warren 
Commission, quite unlike the piety of his faithfully reported self-serving declarations* 
And no single reporter seems to have asked him what refighting the Warren Report has 
to do with investigating the CIA* All editors seemed to be content to be used for* 
his propaganda purposes, uncritically* . 

With the faking of evidence and the simression of evidence for which David 
Belin is personally responsible it would have bean impossible for the W&rren ftep&rt 
as written to have appeared. Take me literally on these charges and take me up on it 
if you have doubts* 1 have outlined a large piece on tliis but I doubt there will be 
any interest* 

It is not only because he is President and will run again, that Ford has a grout 
stake in the Rockefeller Report and what without doubt it will sgy. He personally did 
what no other Member of the Commission or its staff did* You and would would have 
been charged with criminal activity for part of it. He first put a former campaign 
manager ^now in the White House, Johrty R^* Stiles) on the public payroll to be his 
g&ost. **© then took a TOP SECRET transcript and sold it for profit. It took me from 
1967 until last year to get that transcript, iiltium^tdlj!^: by the FGIA law in a suit 
entirely unreported although I proved official perjury in it* I also believe it to 
be the first time the claim to "national security' 1 was overturned in court* If this 
is true, naturally there was less news in that suit* Not content with this he then 
edited this transcript and was careful to represent that he liad wade changes in 
it. There is a word-by-word comparison in my Whitewash IV STOP SECRET JFK Assassination 
Transcript* omitted, among other tilings, every one of the sensational criticisms 
of the CIA and FBI by most of the members, particularly Allen Dulles* Unprecedented 
criticisms especially relevant today* Were this not enough he then lied about all of 
this in his confirmation hearings* For mortals, the lie being under oath and material, 
this would be perjury. If my recollection is correct he lied later insaying he does 
not know if there is an FBI file on him* He personally contrived one in a way I think 
you’d be as ashamed, as I to have even thought of* I reported it partly in facsimile 
in my second book* 

The combination of the Ford/Bolin/ Republican Coiamission and the focus of the 
management of the news on the Kennedys and Democrats, particularly the irrelevant 
Warren fteport, .leaves little doubt in my mind of the improper and ulterior purposes 
being served and for which the press is letjiin^ itself be usedo 

Can it really be that no reporter geee^&e thing in the repeated allegations that 
the executive agencies (Democrat controlled again) withheld essential evidence from 
Ford’s earlier Commission? Not only is it obvious that nothing could have been withheld 
from the Commission but more, in none of the cited cases was the Commission unaware* 

In the first of these I made public from the Conimission’s own files the documents 
that proved the Commission had what allegedly had been withheld* I offered you the 
most recent documented on^the Nosenko papers* (inquiry into the reasons for the 
declassification of them when they never qualified for classification, into why 
they were not declassified in the many mandatory reviews, and into the dates of 
declassification, might make an interesting story* The Archives has not answered 
my questions on this.^his is also a Coleman-Slawson story.) 
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How witting Ford was to all of this is appeal in the two transcripts X just 
released. °no is in Whitewash IV. I have Hon Rothberg the other. I encourage you 
to read than for yourself. * 

In them you will also find the beginning of this an ti-»Ke nne dy campaign. One 
~ orm is the actuality* that the Commission had before it began Its work what Bobby 
Kennedy is alleged to have withheld from it. 

The false allegations that these executive agencies withheld the essential from 
the WarreryForti Commission is the one way Ford can be exculpated. 

When the old boys let their hair down it was indeed something. ^hus in what 
they expected to be perpetual secrecy Russell* who qualified as an expert, said the 
CIA would twist anything, a lesson today 1 s reporters might learn. And their editors* 

And when John ylcCloy told his fellow members that Isaac *^on Lovino, paid by a major 
publication, had secret access to “aiina, was programming her to allege that Oswald 
was a Russian agent, they agreed this would bo disastrous and Julies offered to 
use his personal friendship to cut that off. $ith this in mind read Rothberg 1 o 
story or the \/22/6 4 executive session, sgsm on conspiracy. Fox’d was present and 
participated, wittingly, 

I take this time in the hope it iaay lead the AP to treat this story in the 
traditional way, that all of you wiU, for example, be as sceptical as you are with, 
say, what I represent. 

As I was yesterday I will always be available when there is a chance I can be 
of help. There is nobody who has done tne work I have. To date there has been no 
aspect of this multi '■•fact ted story on which I have not worked.-ftttd have relevant 
files of official documents all onco withheld. 

h'ono of the on the other side, say Belin*s personal record on the Warren 

Commission or Ford f s, is news, of course. But if the current concept of news ever 
reverts to the traditional one, I will be available. 

Please do not take tills either personally or as referring to AP only. X gave that 
v 23/64 trancxipt away - xeroxes - 4/25/75 in New York City. A Post reporter got 
one and discussed it with me* A Times reporter was there. When these papers carried 
nbtliinfe X tnrj.ee phoned tne Star. When AP* 3 accurate and fair story was on the wire 
none of these three papers carried a word. By any normal standard it was news, often 
front page and away from Washington sometimes the lead story. 

These are the throe papers seen by most legislators. 

Two people spoke to the Post national desk and reported what they were told to 
me by phono. One was told the person to whemhe spoke didn t know why- the story was 
not carried but assumed it was a decision made higher up. "The seoond was told*, in 
effect, that one transcript is all transcripts, there was no news to the Post because 
it had reported my printing of the 1/27/64 transcript, and assuredly that is why 
the entirely different story about an entirely different transcript was not used. 

I think it not inappropriate for me to close as Dulles endod that 1/22/G4 meeting, 
with words still, not reported in the press: H think this record ought to be destroyed. " 

Orwell didn*t say it bettor. 



Sincerely, 



Harold VJeisberg 



